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In other stnclies 'to be reported in tlji-s sym,posium^ 
the ot her s-c once pt is seen to' be a psycho logicat^l construct -^f 
emerging impqrtance for understanding children ♦'fe behavior. It would 
appear^ however^ to have relevance for all age ^groups. Thus "this 
researqher sought to "iijvestigate whether or not the relationship's « 
whi<5h had been previously found between children's others-concepts 
and their -gro^up behavior could be demonstrated in an' adult 
populatian. An. adult form of^the PHT (the PHT?-A)-^ jra^ developed and 
-cpiven* to university student^. High and low scoring subjects were - 
esked to work in\small grotfps on 'a task appropriate for college 
students, the group sessions were tape recorded^ and these recordings^ 
We:pe coded blindly and analyzed /sta^tistically, along the liiv^s of the' 
Barnett and Zuker studies with children. Significant behavioral 
diffetences were found between subjects who had high others^concept 
and subjects who had loif other^concepts. The study therefore 
"demonstrated that the others-concept is a theoretical construct which 
is applicable to adults as well as to children* In "feo doing^ the 
value of the others-concept as a construct for working with children 
was enhanced • (Author) - ^ 
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' ' > The theoretical basis for the development or the Paired Hands Test , . 

for children centers on the others-Conofi]^ , as explained and elaborated 

upon in the previously given addresses • This the^ory^ though still in the . 

very formative stages, adheres to the belief that a measureable aspect of > 

human behavior can be referred to in a clear, concise manner; this is what 

is meant when we say that children 'po^es^ an others-concept which we " * 

measure in a quantifiable, objective way. But inherent in' the belief is 
^.'•^ ■' 

^ , ' . ^ " \ ' . 

the promise of a more ba^ic statement: that a person, at any point in his \ 

or her life, poss^ses an others-^concept capable of quantifiable, ^ * 

objective measurement, ' V ' 

^ *l?hi's additional statement implies some aspect of continuity 

between the others-Aoncept of children, ^ and the others-conc^ept^ of 

developinentally maturing, growing human beings. What we are doing is 

f suggesting the theoretical existence of an others-concept in every 

iodivitiual, ,from his yjsry early social experiences, to his* last ones - . 

approximating a-' womb-to-tomb existence. • ' * 

Thus, bjrief.ly, what J sought to do in m^research was to e^stablish 

the^ef f icacy of the Haired Hands Test in delineating ail adult's otli^rs-^ 

concept, .and, in doing, secure th^ theoretical basis' of the universal •» 
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existience of the others-cor^cept , or less, grandly, the- .existence ojf the^ 



otheiJS'^concept adults as well as in children. I'might also add that' 



ther^ would, be^ considerable benefit from* finding an objective personb^lity 



assessment instr.ument useful' for determining social behavioral tendencies 

' a . • " y ' ■ 

for ^dulte, and that the Paired JHands Test-Adult ^might be^ a potentially ' 
highly useful tedhnique in its' own right. * . " 

Studies by Pearson (i969>',anS Beatty (1972) suggested^ that the Paired 
Hands T^t for chi^JLdren might bV inappropriate for *fl^n adult population* 

Concurrdlng with/ this , I first set abbut (^o create an adult 'form of the 

♦ . •» ■ ■ ' - 

./ . 

test. ' ^ . 

• ' - • A '31 

What^was^ primarily necjessary j^as to demise statements ,to correspphd 
Co the twenty slides which were-mbre apprppfiate^ tot adults than .the 
statements which Drs. Burnett and Zucker; used Un the children's fprm... ' " 

To give an exainple of x^hat this involves, let* m«^ -show a comparison of 

" ■ * ■ '. I* . . . 

the statements for one slide which were- associated vith the Paired Hands 
''Test io\ chil(^ren and the {Statements for the same slide on the Pained # ^ 
Hands Te^t-Adult: \ , - ' 



M ' ' Show"Nrransparency //I ^ ' . ' 

The test was administered to 72 utidergraduate^ and graduate students at ' "• 
Indiana State University (their m&Ti^age being, 2-3.8 years), and their 

• ■ . - *■ 

■• . • ■ - to. 

responses were scored. Of these, twelve subjects* whpse scores were* one 

'• • ■ ■ ■ . ' • . » • ^ ■ . 

standard- deviation or more abovfe or below the, mean for the total were 

selected; thus,' in thxs study, it resulted in six "loW-scorers and six ^ 

, , . . ^ ■ • « • k 

high-scorers. Thfe subjects were diviie^ into 'thre^ gnoups of four-ea'chi 
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tlielr inclusion in a group" was random with respect to their Paired Hands 

Test scores^ This was dpne In iShe belief that random ,asslgnment to groups 

^ . , . , * * • r ' . 

.--4/ould^mar43.^ccurately^eflect nat^^ 



composition of the groups, as^a result of this randomization: 



/ 



Shc)w Transparency 



/■■ ■ • ) 

signed to permit the subiects to woi 



A task was then designed to permit the subjects to work together for : 
a period of ten minutes;- through tape-recordings and visual Inspection' 
through a one-way mirror, their behaviors could be recorded • This task 

was also a change ftom 'the tasks used By Dfs. Bamett and Zucker in their ^ 

* % 

Initial research. ^ In a short, preliminary trial, adult Vsubjects were 
observed tQ work oti a jig-saw puzzle similar to. that on which children had ' 
worked in earlier reseaijch, in a very efficient manner, eliciting f ex7 verbal 



responses. Thus, ^an aspect of the tksk requiring rathet cbmplex group 
mt'era&tion was added for the three, groups in 'this study* The adults were 
still free to offer their individual" Qooperation spontaneously and at the^r 



own choosing, but in order for the task to succeed in the shortvilme alotVed - 



teh minutes - some type of group, interaction was necessary* 

The responses from the adults were analyzed in a^ay siiiK^ar to^h^t 
described by Dr* Bamett in his report. The verbal statements of the subjects 
were scored for task-telatedness and tfie gene;ral positive or negative ef f ectt;,- 

they made upon otihers. ' • ' ' ^ * , 

<j. * ' • . _ (■ 

» ■ ' - •* 

^ ^ The formal hypotheses I had established prior to the experiment were:. 

1t)^ that adults whose scores on the Paired Hands Test were one standar4 

deviation or more, above the mean for the group from which they hcame (or 

high-s<^rers) would have* significantly more positive-coded responses than 
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^ fhorse who had obtained scores one 'standard *deylat:ion or mora bejlow the- 

- ^^^A IojlJ^^ an4^2) that high-8r.orprs^wouXd hava^^^ni^^^ « 

- ipore; t^sfc-ri^iated-xes^ was 'to ' - ^ ' 

be det^rmjnjsd at the .05 level j ' . * 

. K Tfcfe. rjsiiits provided support for the Paired Hands Test as a potentially 
' usefui technique foV ideintifying those^adults who can work cooperatively ' 
' and ef fectively^ together in small groups and those who cannot. . The' primary- 
hypothesis was substantiated: high-^cc^ing adults did- give significantly. 
more positivQ-coded responses than low-scoring adults i^ this study. * The 
secondary hypothesis was not upheld - the high- and Xow-scordrig hdults 
showed no significant difference in the .ta^k-relatedness of their responses;, 

their responses wer^ in general all vei^ tasfc-related. 
^ • * ; ; . - . . . • ' 

Before I continue, I must comment on the nature of this research* 

^t is certainly limited by the small sample size; later I will Bialce 

' reference to an .on-going studjj. involving over one thousand adult , subjects 

- .which we hope ^will overcome, this difficulty. NMso,/particiilariy limited are 

the interpfretive statements -which can be drawn from this specific population 

^,0 J • 

of adults - one that I recognize is a college student sample and not ' ' 

' - . . V ^}:. , . , , . . 

representative of a;dults in general. Yet; it is just thi^ fact which lead^ 

me to believe that the failure of the data to substantiate, the secondary 

hypothesis does not invalidate the Paired Hands Jest as an effective ^ 

predictor of group behavior - smal]^ group beliavior. For, these adults 

were highly mot ivate^ to comply' xcLth^ instructions, to work, as good students, 

through a task of relatively short duration without engaging in nonrtask-*- 

related activities.^ ilduits in^ a ijopulation at large highly likely would 



'U' ■ ' ' ' ^ "page.S-f^ 

. s " protie' to inote. diverse responses, ranging from, very task-related ones \ 

tlj^.^^^^^ anit-social, aggressive and specif ically .non-task-relatied ones,* ? '^^^ 

^ > 4^^^^ otftersrconcept doe^, therefore, appear to be a pBrsonality' 
vari^l^lfi which is predictive^ of small group behavior in aijultg as , well. ^ . 
as ln\^!j.ldren. This offers a strong basis fdt future respach in tlie test, 
^^sincepit pugfgests the foILowing:' , • . 4^ « 



. ^ 1) vljfiere may be developmental pattern to others-^conc^pt ^ores> 



a l^attem ijjiliich may be specific to: certain sub-populatdCons (miose 



, SiemQgraphic classifications ,ililght vary according to' sex» raife^pr ethnic 

background^ socioeconomic '^status^ nge, intelligence, or other rkttorg) , • but 
which -^on the tcrhole is characteristic 'and specific. As was mentlo^i^d 
earli,et!^,. a^^ redeiit; study which* is yielding yet-to-be ^analyzed >data\\\. , * 
eiSiployea\^.one thousand and fifty-eight college freshmsm as subjeots^vthey 
weve admitiistered^ the Faired' Hands Test-Adult (an improved newer ver^ipion)., 
?rom thisiptudy we have already learned tAat the otKers-concept scoi^e^ 

. . / \ ■ f , ■ .'I 

are significantly different in an upward direction from the scor^ fqi 



..... - - . i 

thp fourth, yfifth and sixth grade children reported previously* Whilev 

* ' \ • *' ■ ' ' * • " ■ \ 

the mean sco^e for the children's group was 84.06 (for boys and girls . 

'combined), tl\^ mean score for the combined group of male- and female U 



adults' was 91*87; Both means were deri^^ed fromj>saBDples of over one 

" V • ^ ■ V • ■ 7 ' ' ' • ' ■ \ 

. thousand Wbjeiits; the stjability of the sconces as represented in almost \ \ 

^ aqual a/^ndard d^evlations (11. fs for the children and 10.56 for the adultl) 

./■ ' . ^ \ - . ■ • 

. , . ' obviously suggests vdry significant differences between the two means. |Ui v * 

■ • '-v - ■ ^ ■ " \ ' l| 

The very real pattern that may be emergingy^ f rpm these studies is that a |y| 

" . V- ' ' ill 

' Qf^^Hp^ person's ot:hers-coj:icept gradually increases from childhood into adulthood.nM '/ 



This may seem an oT^vious condition since inherent in the/typical ma^turatioi 



pattern we see an 4^creafeing social Interactiveness, and that human beirijgs 
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generally do adjust feo a wotXd in 'JSrhicb "getting along with others" is a- * 

• " ^ ^ ^ ■ 

behavior pattern learned b]^i^a majority'of society's member^. 

there appears, -the prospect of changing the' Others-concept of children 
through the appr,of)riate arrangement of experienfres, experiences designed 
^ to change the behaviors of children who' obtained *low others-concept scores 
and whose behavior is seen as in 'ne^d of . Improvement* The present research 
sug^last^ 4:liat^the othera-coqcept of children may be capable of being 
measured in a consistent and continuote mahnei: through childhood and 
into actuithdod, anjii therefore, that' the-^effectiveness of intervention 
programs designed to change a person's perceptions about and behaviors 

r Y - 

with Others can be determined, sjureiy it will be .importa^it to consider 
the many variables which also help shape behavior - environmental, motlVa- 
tional and other personality variables - b'efore predictive statements dan 
'be made abfout a person's behavior; but tlie others-concept at least" JLs ^ 

demons t^te^ in a distinguishable, longitudinal manner, . 

( * ' ' ' « ^ " 

b) With a tool which can be" applied to children and adults in an 
efficient, object ively-scoreable fashion, the prospects for international 
and croes-ciultural research involving the HDthers-concept are heightened* 



:'\ The strongest statement I can make in concluding my remarks > ..alcid in 
y • supporting the importance of furthering the research into the others- 
concept, is that I hope to carry out just such a crqss-cultural study 
. in the coming year, and thrdugh* this , to substantiate the effectiveness 
^ this unique contribution, to personality assessment. ' *• . . y ■ 
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